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CONVERSION FACTORS

Multiply By To Obtain
millimeter (mm) 003937 inch (in)
meter (m) 3.28 - foot (ft)
watt (w) 0.2388 calorie per second (C/s)
kilopascal (KPa) 0.01 bar
kilometer (km) 0.6214 mile (mi)
square kilometer (km?) 0.386 square mile (mi?)
millimeter per year (mm/yr) - 0.00328 foot per year (ft/yr)
cubic centimeter (cm?) 3.531x10° cubic foot (ft%)
cubic centimeter per second (cm?/s) 3.531x10° cubic foot per second (ft*/s)

Degree Celsius (°C) may be converted to degree Fahrenheit (°F) by using the following

equation:

°F=9/5°C+32.
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